
 

 

 

 

Abstract 

This report describes the fifteenth edition of the SESAR Innovation Days, which took place in Bled, 
Slovenia between 1st and 4th December 2025. Out of 113 submissions, 57 papers were retained and 
presented at the SIDs. All papers can be downloaded from the SIDs website and the Engage 2 
homepage.  

Both the number of paper submissions and the number of poster submissions broke the record set in 
2024, clearly a testimony to the success of the SESAR Innovation Days. 
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1 Areas for Improvement 

The following areas for improvement have been identified based on feeback from participants and 
discussions amongst the organizing team and with the SESAR Scientific Committee. For a more detailed 
description please see the relevant sections, especially sections 4 and 5. 

• Registration process: Improve the registration process, e.g. sending a confirmation email  

• Networking dinner: Places for the networking dinner were exhausted too quickly and some 
participants remarked difficulties with paying for the networking event. Ideally all participants 
should be able to attend the networking event so the choice of venue should consider this. 

• Poster sessions: the poster area was somewhat crowded and noisy. In addition, more posters 
could be accompanied by demonstrations. Guidelines for posters could be provided, 

• Papers: the focus on operational aspects could be strengthened. 

• Conference facilities: the three rooms fro the technical paper session should be located in the 
same building/area.  

• Scientifc focus: the SIDs must remain foremost a scientific conference. 

• Size of the SIDs: around 400 participanst seems to be the right size for the SIDs; 650 lik ein 
Rome in 2024 seemed too large. 

• Location: both smaller, less central and well connected locations have advantages and 
disadvantages and future SIDs should must consider these. 

• Consider universities as venues: this has many advantages in terms of costs and infrastructure. 

• Publications: the SIDs subscribe to the Commission’s Open Research policy and should 
continue to do so. SIDs papers are available for free download and are assigned a Digital Object 
Identifier (DOI) 

• Paper review process: the quality and consistency of reviews could be further enhanced. 
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2 Introduction 

The fifteenth edition of the SESAR Innovation Days (SIDs) took place between 1st and 4th at the Bled 
Conference Centre in Bled, Slovenia. Support to the organisation was provided by the Engage 2 project, 
as per the Grant Agreement with the SESAR 3 Joint Undertaking (S3JU). This support concerned mainly 
the scientific aspects of the SIDs, including the call for contributions, coordinating and chairing the SIDs 
committee, managing the paper and poster review and selection process and creation of the agenda 
with the technical paper tracks in which the selected papers were presented in parallel sessions. 

Other aspects of the conference were organised by the S3JU, especially S3JU Communications. This 
includes the selection and preparation of the keynotes, the configuration of the virtual conferencing 
system, the virtual networking activities and communications. 

Around 450 leading researchers, industry stakeholders, and policymakers attended the SIDs 2025. The 
conference programme featured technical presentations, plenary talks, panel discussions and 
numerous networking activities. The SIDs 2025 is the latest edition of a series of scientific conferences 
which have been organized since 2011 and taken place in changing locations. 

2.1 Engage 2 support to the SESAR Innovation Days 

Engage 2 is the SESAR Knowledge Transfer Network (KTN), established to promote and facilitate the 
development of air traffic management (ATM) research in Europe. The organisation of the SIDs 
receives support and expertise from Engage 2 consortium members (activity led by EUROCONTROL), 
from initial planning through to post-conference activities. 

2.2 Scope of this document 

The following sections describe the SIDs themselves plus a number of specific aspects: 

• Programme Committee; 

• Call for Contributions; 

• Paper selection process; 

• Conference programme; 

• Paper publications; 

• Results of a participant satisfaction survey; and 

• Some lessons learned for future editions. 

 



SIDS REPORT YEAR 3 (2025) 
Edition 01.00 

 

 
 

Page | 8 
© –2026– ENGAGE 2 

  
 

3 The SESAR Innovation Days 

The SIDs are a scientific conference based on an open call for papers and the peer-review of paper 
submissions through the SIDs Committee; Committee members perform a triple review of all 
submissions on the basis of which a decision about acceptance and rejection is made. Members of the 
SESAR Scientific Committee are invited members of the SIDs Committee. 

The SIDs have taken place annually since 2011, usually in late November or early December and in 
varying locations. The number of SIDs participants has been increasing since 2011, with exceptionally 
high participation in the years 2020 and 2021 in which the conference was held as a virtual event. The 
2025 edition saw 450 registered conference participants. Note that the exceptionally high number of 
attendees in 2026 was related to the location (Rome, Italy) and the fact that many of the sponsoring 
organizations, including Aeroporti di Roma, Leonardo and ENAV were represented with a large number 
of participants. Discussions between the Executive Director of the SESAR 3 Joint Undertaking 
concluded that the SIDs should not grow at any cost, but remain focused as a research conference 
encouraging industry participation and that a slightly lower number of attendees would be desirable. 

 

Figure 1  SIDs participation 2011 – 2025 

3.1 SIDs Programme Committee 

The SIDs Committee is composed of selected researchers from academia and industry; its main task is 
the review of paper and poster submissions leading to decisions about acceptance and rejection of all 
submissions. The SID Programme Committee although slightly altered every year is composed of a 
well-functioning group of loyal individuals. The SIDs Committee 2025 was composed of the following 
members: 
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SESAR Innovation Days 2025 Committee 

Programme Chair Dirk Schaefer – EUROCONTROL 

Programme Committee Sameer Alam – Nanyang Technological University 
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Tatjana Bolic – University of Westminster 

Lorenzo Castelli – University of Trieste 

Andrew Cook – University of Westminster 

Ramon Dalmau Codina – EUROCONTROL 

Francesca De Crescenzio – University of Bologna 

Paolino De Falco – EUROCONTROL 

Daniel Delahaye – ENAC 

Gabriele Enea – MIT Lincoln Lab 

Antonio Franco – University of Seville 

Eduardo Garcia – CANSO 

Peter Hecker – TU Braunschweig 

Ricardo Herranz – Nommon 

Jacco Hoekstra – TU Delft 

Gokhan Inalhan – The Sloane Institute 

Radosav Jovanovic – University of Belgrade 

Dirk Kuegler – DLR 

Javier Lopes – Boeing Research & Technology Europe 

Guglielmo Lulli – Lancaster University 

Efstathios Malakis – Hellenic Civil Aviation Authority 

Stephane Marché – Honeywell Aerospace 

Sigrun Matthes – DLR 

Max Mulder – TU Delft 

Jose Muñoz – Autonomous University of Barcelona 

Rocco Nannavecchia – Pipistrel 

Fedja Netjasov – University of Belgrade 

Olivia Nunez – SESAR JU 

Xavier Olive – ONERA 

David Perez – Innaxis 

Goran Petrovic – SMATSA 

Simone Pozzi – Deep Blue 

Xavier Prats – Polytechnic University of Catalonia 

Jose Javier Ramasco – University of the Balearic Island 

Sergio Ruiz – EUROCONTROL 

Michael Schultz – University of the Bundeswehr Munich 

Rita Somogyi – AustroControl 

Damiano Taurino – Deep Blue 

Georg Trausmuth – Frequentis 

Alfonso Valenzuela – University of Seville 

George Vouros – University of Piraeus 



SIDS REPORT YEAR 3 (2025) 
Edition 01.00 

 

 
 

Page | 10 
© –2026– ENGAGE 2 

  
 

Massimiliano Zanin – University of the Balearic Island 

Table 1: SIDs 2025 Committee members 

 

3.2 Call for Contributions 

The Call for Contributions was published in May 2025, soliciting paper and poster submissions. The Call 
for Contributions was open to all relevant ATM research, although submissions through SESAR ER and 
IR projects were explicitly encouraged; no preferential treatment was granted or suggested for SESAR 
research projects. The Call was published via the SIDs website [1], and announced through emails and 
the SESAR e-news. 

Contributions were encouraged in the following areas of interest: 

Call topic 

Advanced air traffic services 

Airline Operations 

Airspace Management & Design 

ATM operations, architecture and performance 

Automation, autonomy and robotics in air transportation 

Aviation economics and business models 

Communications, navigation and surveillance (CNS) 

Complexity, data science and information management 

Environment and meteorology 

High performing airport operations 

Human factors and decision support tools 

Legal and regulatory aspects and the ATM innovation process 

Machine learning and artificial intelligence 

Network and Flow Management 

Safety, security and resilience 

Uncertainty, applied modelling and optimisation techniques 

Unmanned aerial systems (UAS), U-space and Urban Air Mobility 

Table 2: SIDs 2025 call topics 

The paper submission deadline was set to 15th September and an extension was granted until 29th 
September – the extension was widely communicated using the same means of communication as the 
publication of the call itself. No further extension was granted – owing to the fact that the review 
assignment to Committee members was performed subsequently. A total of 113 full papers (maximum 
8 pages) were submitted. 
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Figure 2  SIDs paper submissions 2011 – 2025 

Note that the number of submissions has been steadily increasing; the 2025 edition saw a record 
number of submissions; the increasing number of submitted papers is an indicator of the success of 
SESAR program, supporting the delivery of successful innovation. A submission template was made 
available for full papers. Papers had to be submitted via a dedicated page on the EasyChair conference 
management system (a professional licence was purchased). The paper template was available for 
download on the EasyChair page in both Word and LaTex format. Papers had to be submitted in pdf 
format. 

At the same time the call invited poster submissions. Continuing the process established in 2024, the 
poster submission process was de-coupled from the paper submission process and logistically 
managed by the SESAR 3 JU; the poster submission review was nevertheless performed by the SIDs 
Programme Committee. 

A total of 84 posters were submitted of which 41 were accepted for display at the SIDs, breaking the 
record established at the 2024 edition of the SIDs. 

3.3 Paper review and selection process 

As shown in Figure 2 a total of 113 full papers were submitted via EasyChair and subsequently triple-
reviewed by the SIDs Committee. EasyChair’s paper bidding function was used which allowed all 
reviewers to specify which papers they would prefer to review and to declare conflicts of interest, e.g. 
in cases in which they authored or co-authored a paper. The review assignment was done by the 
Programme Chair respecting the preferences as much as possible. Between seven and nine papers had 
to be reviewed per Committee member over a period  of slightly more than three weeks. Reviewing 
seven to nine full papers constitutes a significant investment in time of SIDs Committee members and 
the SESAR 3 JU is appreciative of their dedication and hard work. 

The paper review was based on an assessment of the full 8-page submission according to the following 
criteria: 

41

36

57

54
46

61

79

59

71

48

76
81

74

106
113

2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2025

Submitted Papers



SIDS REPORT YEAR 3 (2025) 
Edition 01.00 

 

 
 

Page | 12 
© –2026– ENGAGE 2 

  
 

• overall evaluation; 

• innovativeness; 

• technical quality; and 

• references. 

The overall evaluation was based on a score (strong reject; reject; weak reject; borderline paper; weak 
accept; accept; strong accept) as well as a free text field. The review comments provided in this field 
were sent to the authors with the notification of acceptance or rejection. Reviewers were instructed 
to provide detailed and constructive feedback. Another free text field allowed committee members to 
provide confidential accessible only by other committee members – these were not sent to authors. 

Each paper was reviewed by three reviewers who entered their reviews via EasyChair. In cases in which 
reviews came to different conclusions, a dialogue between the three reviewers was initiated by the 
Programme Chair. In most cases this led to a consensus between the reviewers; in the few cases where 
this was not possible, a decision was taken based on the review comments. 

Notification emails were sent to inform authors whether their paper or poster as accepted or rejected. 
A total of 57 papers were accepted (one was subsequently withdrawn); this corresponds to a paper 
acceptance rate of 50.4%. The acceptance rate is an important quality indicator for scientific 
conferences as it helps determine how selective the conference is. With an acceptance rate of between 
50 and  60% - as shown in Figure 3 - the SIDs are quite selective, albeit not penalizingly so. A total of 
84 posters were submitted out of which 41 were accepted for presentation at the SIDs. 

 

Figure 3  SIDs paper acceptance rate 2011 – 2025 

3.4 Conference programme 

All papers were assigned to thematic tracks and integrated as sessions of two or three paper 
presentations into the programme. Whilst keynotes, plenary talks and discussion panels took place in 
plenary sessions, i.e. were attended by the entire audience, technical sessions were conducted in three 
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parallel sessions. The event schedule can be seen on the conference website SESAR Joint Undertaking 
| SESAR Innovation Days (sesarju.eu) 

 

https://www.sesarju.eu/sesarinnovationdays
https://www.sesarju.eu/sesarinnovationdays
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Table 3: SIDs 2024 Programme 

The conference programme and all resources were available on the SIDs website as well as the Whova 
conference application. Both are shown in Figure 4. The programme provided the overview as well as 
links to the speaker’s pages and the abstract of the talks. The papers themselves were linked to the 
talks and could be downloaded from both the website and the Whova app. Participants could also 
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create their own personalised schedule composed of the talks they planned to attend. Information 
concerning the posters displayed at the conference was also available on the website and app. 

 

Figure 4  Whova Conference App 

 

Figure 5  Usage of the Whova Conference App 

Some usage statistics of the Whova Conference App are shown in Figure 5 above. 
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3.5 SIDs paper publications 

The SIDs are committed to the principles of open access to publications and data as laid out by the 
European Commission in the H2020 Open Access and Data Management Policy [3]. Unlike many other 
scientific conferences and journals, all papers presented at the SIDs are therefore available for free 
download on the SIDs website [1] as well as the Engage 2 Wiki, hosted in the “ATM Conference Papers” 
section [2]. Authors are encouraged to reuse their own publications freely and for any purpose. 
Together with the publications from previous years, the SIDs paper database constitute a rich and 
often cited source of information in the ATM research community. 

In order to promote dissemination, starting in 2023 a Digital Object Identifier (DOI) has been assigned 
to each SIDs conference paper. In addition and as in previous years the conference papers are filed for 
listing in Elsevier’s Scopus database. 

A listing of the papers from the 2025 edition of the SIDs can be found in Appendix A. 
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4 Participant survey results 

Participants were requested to provide feedback about the 2025 SIDs through an on-line survey. For 
sake of comparability, the same questionnaire as in previous years was used – with some adaptations 
in 2020 and 2021 to cater for the virtual conference format. The survey encompassed questions in the 
following areas: 

• Before the SIDs including website and app; 

• Content; 

• Networking and logistics; and 

• Overall benefits. 

In addition to providing their agreement to each question on a four-point Likert scale (strongly 
disagree/disagree/agree/strongly agree) a free-text field was provided in each category for 
explanations and further comments. 

Responses from 75 participants were received (2024: 58 responses; 2023: 74 responses; 2022: 52 
responses; 2021: 76 responses). The results of the feedback survey are provided below, compared to 
the results from previous years. The reader is reminded that in the years 2020 and 2021 the conference 
was online; in consequence some of the comparisons may not be applicable. The results are presented 
in a segmented fashion to discriminate the four categories of agreement rather than collapsing the 
positive and negative responses. This was done because most questions received sustained high 
agreement and it was assumed that displaying strong agreement and agreement in a separate fashion 
might offer some additional insights. 

4.1 Before the SIDs including website and app 

 

Table 4: ‘I received information in a timely manner’ and ‘Quantity of information was appropriate’ 

 

2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2025 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2025

I received information in a timely manner Quantity of information was appropriate

strongly disagree 0,0% 0,0% 0,0% 2,6% 0,0% 1,4% 1,7% 0,0% 0,0% 0,0% 2,3% 1,3% 0,0% 1,4% 1,8% 0,0%

disagree 0,0% 8,0% 4,7% 2,6% 1,9% 6,8% 3,4% 4,1% 5,4% 0,0% 7,0% 2,6% 0,0% 2,7% 5,3% 4,0%

agree 40,5%36,0%27,9%32,9%36,5%31,1%37,9%39,2% 46,0%68,0%39,5%53,9%40,4%37,8%47,4%38,7%

strongly agree 59,5%56,0%67,4%61,8%61,5%60,8%56,9%56,8% 48,7%32,0%51,2%42,1%59,6%58,1%45,6%57,3%
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Table 5: ‘The web site worked well’ and ‘The event application worked well’ 

The following comments were received in this category: 

• I seem to always miss the final registration to events and the info on deadlines with the hotel 
rates - it would be great to send this out in advance or maybe make clear if single registration 
is not the final one. it happened twice that i thought i am registered and figure i am not. 
Another idea is to send a calendar event with all updates within that event - makes it easier to 
find the latest information. 

• Problems with confirmation when registering  

• Not really important, but after registration I didn't receive a confirmation mail. The mail was 
not in my local spam and also not in the company spam filter. Contacted Bram and Christine 
and they sorted it out... they sent me a second mail and that one came through. 

• Perhaps "too much information". It would be better to concentrate all the notifications and 
send less amount of them but with the same info. Just a minor thing, however. Communication 
in general is great.  

• The confirmation email for participation in the SIDs was not sent. This made travel planning 
difficult. 

• May be, more participant could be allocated to  to site visits.  

• The only thing missing was the confirmation e-mail; however, I received it really quickly after 
contacting the team!  

• For future editions, it would be good to know the programme with a bit more anticipation 

• There was an issue during registration process. The web froze at the page where the payment 
for the networking dinner was made. No confirmation was received. And therefore, it was 
necessary to contact SJU who responded quite promptly.  

• It would be nice if we could receive event reminders as calendar entries, as this would help to 
have the information at the right place and would avoid the need to glance through the inbox 
- especially if there are multiple reminders and updates for different events taking place as 
part of the SIDS on different days. 
 

2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2025 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2025

The web site worked well The event application worked well

strongly disagree 0,0% 0,0% 2,3% 1,3% 0,0% 2,7% 1,8% 0,0% 0,0% 0,0% 7,1% 1,3% 0,0% 0,0% 1,8% 0,0%

disagree 2,7% 4,0% 4,7% 6,6% 0,0% 1,4% 3,5% 5,3% 14,3% 4,6% 2,4% 13,3%10,0% 1,4% 3,5% 2,7%

agree 48,7%36,0%44,2%40,8%36,5%40,5%45,6%38,7% 45,7%45,5%52,4%45,3%32,0%43,8%40,4%41,3%

strongly agree 48,7%60,0%48,8%51,3%63,5%55,4%49,1%56,0% 40,0%50,0%38,1%40,0%58,0%54,8%54,4%56,0%
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Discussion 

Some of the participant comments were concerned with the registration process including not 
receiving a confirmation email after registering. Also, places for the networking dinner were exhausted 
very quickly which led to some dissatisfaction and some participants remarked difficulties with paying 
for the networking event. 

4.2 Content 

 

Table 6: ‘Papers were generally of a high standard’ and ‘Subject matter was innovative’ 

2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2025 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2025

Papers were generally of a high standard Subject matter was innovative

strongly disagree 0,0% 0,0% 2,4% 1,3% 1,9% 0,0% 1,8% 1,3% 0,0% 0,0% 0,0% 1,3% 2,0% 0,0% 0,0% 0,0%

disagree 8,1% 12,0% 0,0% 3,9% 0,0% 5,4% 5,3% 5,3% 5,6% 12,0% 4,8% 4,0% 0,0% 5,4% 5,3% 6,7%

agree 64,9%52,0%65,9%60,5%57,7%62,2%64,9%57,3% 72,2%56,0%69,0%66,7%64,0%60,8%59,6%64,0%

strongly agree 27,0%36,0%31,7%34,2%40,4%32,4%28,1%36,0% 22,2%32,0%26,2%28,0%34,0%33,8%35,1%29,3%
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Table 7: ‘Presentations were generally of a high standard’ and ‘Sessions were well run (timing, Q&A)’ 

 

 

Table 8: ‘I appreciated the poster sessions’ 

 
The following comments were received in this category: 

• I valued the hard work, but some topics in the papers were a re-polishing, so the novelty of 
some papers were not obvious if you are not a scientist and the benefits were not clearly 
highlighted.  

• I found the short pitches to the poster topics a good idea in the technical sessions, maybe also 
as a short video in the app to tease one to go talk or ask questions 

2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2025 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2025

Presentations were generally of a high
standard

Sessions were well run (timing, Q&A)

strongly disagree 0,0% 0,0% 0,0% 0,0% 1,9% 0,0% 0,0% 0,0% 0,0% 0,0% 0,0% 0,0% 2,0% 0,0% 0,0% 0,0%

disagree 8,1% 12,0% 4,8% 5,3% 3,8% 5,4% 8,8% 8,1% 0,0% 0,0% 7,0% 1,3% 0,0% 4,1% 5,3% 2,7%

agree 70,3%64,0%71,4%67,1%50,0%73,0%52,6%56,8% 45,7%36,0%74,4%58,7%31,4%56,8%43,9%29,3%

strongly agree 21,6%24,0%23,8%27,6%44,2%21,6%38,6%35,1% 54,3%64,0%18,6%40,0%66,7%39,2%50,9%68,0%
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I appreciated the poster sessions

strongly disagree 0,0% 0,0% 5,71% 3,03% 0,00% 5,41% 0,00% 1,33%

disagree 15,2% 11,1% 11,43% 4,55% 15,38% 37,84% 12,28% 17,33%

agree 51,5% 55,6% 25,71% 50,00% 46,15% 40,54% 42,11% 32,00%

strongly agree 33,3% 33,3% 57,14% 42,42% 38,46% 16,22% 45,61% 49,33%
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• Small area for posters 

• Narrow space for posters, crowded 

• I would have liked more demos allowing us to interact with prototypes that have been 
developed within the ER projects. There were a few demos this year, and they really stood out. 
I think there should be even more next year! 

• We had some troubles regarding our session because we uploaded pdf files and they didn't fit 
the software for the presentation. I suggest next the committee to only ask ppt files 

• Poster exhibitions could be accompanied by demos of mature solutions.  Also location of the 
majority of the posters was inadequate. 

• There exist systems for automatically syncing parallel sessions and most of all were the time 
runs backwards and the color changes depending on how much time is left. Might be good as 
not all session chairs indicated 5 minutes left or the like. 

• The venue was too small for the posters, and it was difficult to hear each other as the place 
was noisy. Demo stands were in the middle of the way, so not easy to go and discuss.  

• Posters were a little bit aside of the main coffee-breack room and in a tiny space (very narrow 
corridor) which made difficult to see them and discuss with the authors.  

• In some places it was a bit crowded, but it also made people interact more. So overall, pretty 
good.  

• The posters were great. Unfortunately, there was too little space and got too crowded, so 
interacting with the poster exhibitors was not easy. This is of course always a trade-off, the 
posters must be in a place where people pass, at the same time, there must be room enough. 

• There were of course some excellent papers presented, but I think the standard was varied 
and there were some academic papers which perhaps didn't demonstrate the level of ATM 
industry knowledge I might expect. 

• The posters exhibition was excellent and a great opportunity to have personal conversations 
with the project representatives. I don't know how the posters were selected - perhaps they 
layout could have been structured a bit better into early stage and applied research, or by 
concept area?  

• The area where the poster were located was too small for hosting such a high number of 
posters. 

• Every year, I read the PDFs, follow the presentations and discussions, and I truly appreciate 
the scientific value of all the work presented. Still, I have noticed that some large, ongoing 
projects appear repeatedly, often presenting updates from different phases of their timelines. 
These projects are undoubtedly very valuable, yet once they have been introduced in detail 
(goals, background, first-phase results) they become easier for participants to follow 
independently outside the conference context. My concern is that allocating presentation slots 
to the same projects year after year may unintentionally limit opportunities for individual 
researchers with new ideas and smaller-scale studies. Many valuable submissions, even if they 
have minor issues, can contribute meaningfully to the community but may be filtered out 
simply due to time constraints. I fully understand the limitations of the schedule, and I greatly 
enjoy reading all the work presented. Still, I believe that reconsidering how often recurring 
projects are included might help create more space for new and independent research, relieve 
some of the pressure on individual contributors, and broaden the diversity of voices 
represented at the conference. 

• Thank you very much for your attention and for all the hard work you dedicate to this event 
each year. 
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• Many presented papers were of low scientific quality: more the implementation of something 
already consolidated, than a presentation of new ideas. I've seen some talks that were only 
the application of a ML model to some data; i.e. something that I can ask to my Master's 
students. But is this really at the forefront of SESAR? Regarding posters: some of them were 
only the logo of the project and a QR code. That is completely useless..." 

• The poster exhibition was too small for the amount of posters shown. 

• Poster exhibitions were kind a messy. 

• There was at least one paper which would be a nice quality for a group of high school students, 
but definitely was surprising to see at this event. Specifically, I am talking about Understanding 
Passenger Demand for Electric Air Transportation. This research was based on 38 (!) answers 
of three very basic questions. There was also one paper which showed the improvement of 
2% comparing to current solution. So while most of the presentations were beneficial to hear, 
I is a shame to allocate the resources for such research as Understanding Passenger Demand 
for Electric Air Transportation. Filter process to choose the presentations could be further 
improved. 

• The placement of posters (particularly those placed in the narrow corridors leading to the 
conference room) prevented people from fully enjoying them and made discussions difficult. 
It was necessary to constantly push people aside, and few people naturally made their way to 
the area. 

• The exhibition area was a bit small and packed especially during coffee break. People couldn't 
move around much and missed chance to talk to the exhibitors. 

• For me, this year's SIDs were more about quantity than quality. There were too many papers 
that were not innovative enough; they just went on and on about minor optimisations that 
could not be scaled up. To be innovative, there should at least be an attempt to make them 
applicable to real-world operations.  Against this mediocrity, only a few noble exceptions stood 
out. For example: LandAI, Cloud Native Lakehouse Architecture, ASTONISH, Trusty and 
NOMMON - we need more of such projects. I can at least imagine them being applied in real-
world operations with measurable benefits.  In Bled, I felt overwhelmed by all the parallel 
sessions. Sometimes I felt that I had wasted time on a presentation with an appealing title 
when I would have been better off listening to another presentation taking place at the same 
time. For the future, I would recommend accepting fewer papers but of a higher quality. 
 

Discussion 

Many comments were concerned with the poster session and the fact that the poster area was 
somewhat crowded and noisy. In addition, the suggestion was made that more posters could be 
accompanied by demonstrations. 

Some participants remarked that some of the papers presented evolutions of work presented in 
previous conferences; also, a stronger focus on operational aspects appeared desirable to some 
participants.  

The quality of posters could perhaps be further improved by providing guidelines, especially 
concerning how posters present their objectives and results. Posters often present research projects 
in their earlier phases, which explains that sometimes the content seems less mature and developed 
than in conference papers. 
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4.3 Networking and logistics 

 

Table 9: ‘I learnt about several interesting projects’ and ‘There was sufficient opportunity for networking’  

 

 

Table 10: ‘I met new people with whom I may collaborate in the future’ and ‘The SIDs have a role in 
ATM innovation’ 

 

2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2025 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2025

I learnt about several interesting projects
There was sufficient opportunity for

networking

strongly disagree 0,0% 0,0% 0,0% 1,3% 0,0% 0,0% 0,0% 0,0% 0,0% 0,0% 2,6% 0,0% 1,9% 0,0% 0,0% 1,3%

disagree 5,6% 0,0% 2,3% 2,7% 0,0% 2,8% 3,5% 2,7% 0,0% 4,0% 15,8%18,8% 1,9% 4,2% 5,4% 2,7%

agree 55,6%60,0%53,5%48,0%60,8%59,7%61,4%52,0% 37,8%32,0%57,9%59,4%34,6%38,9%37,5%33,3%

strongly agree 38,9%40,0%44,2%48,0%39,2%37,5%35,1%45,3% 62,2%64,0%23,7%21,7%61,5%56,9%57,1%62,7%
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2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2025 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2025

I met new people with whom I may collaborate in the futureThe SIDs have a role in ATM innovation

strongly disagree 0,0% 0,0% 8,3% 0,0% 1,9% 0,0% 0,0% 0,0% 0,0% 0,0% 0,0% 1,4% 0,0% 0,0% 0,0% 0,0%

disagree 0,0% 4,0% 16,7%25,8% 1,9% 1,4% 3,5% 2,7% 2,8% 8,0% 0,0% 2,7% 0,0% 0,0% 0,0% 2,7%

agree 55,6%56,0%58,3%59,1%57,7%51,4%49,1%54,7% 38,9%28,0%44,2%43,8%42,3%31,5%33,3%29,3%

strongly agree 44,4%40,0%16,7%15,2%38,5%47,2%47,4%42,7% 58,3%64,0%55,8%52,1%57,7%68,5%66,7%68,0%
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The following comments were received in this category: 

• Some papers were not available from the whova app 

• Whova was excellent. 

• Could we not have a European app rather than one from outside the EU? 

• Did not really use the Whova app for networking. The agenda functionality is good, and also 
the ability to ask questions during panel sessions or presentations, but the networking options 
were rather silly. 

• I am not sure that it is needed as much now that we can have in person events.  

• I can't say I really engaged in the virtual conference space - there was too much to do the real 
event. 

• "I didn't download the app, and survived nevertheless. Is it really necessary? An example: 
people submitted a couple of questions for talks. The result was the chairman reading the 
question; seeing the name of the person who posed the question; turned around, and asked 
that person to clarify or extend the question. In short: it was useless. 

• 3 suggestions: a movable lectern to adapt to the height of the speaker (remember Flor); 
integrate programme committee info in the welcome by the ED; better manage the Q@A 
session at the panels (slides to recall the QR code) 

• It was hardly possible to switch between Sessions within blocks from Exhibition place to Hotel 
and vice-versa... that was unfortunate. 

• The event was very good with a nice location, but the fact that there was a conference room 
5-10min walking from the other two made changing rooms between talks very difficult. Maybe 
duplicating the cafe areas, poster sessions in both places would have been better. Or all of it 
under the same roof?  

• The venue was great and the conference rooms were good as well. However, having one of 
the 3 rooms significantly separated in distance from the other 2 is not good. It is quite common 
to attend a talk in one session and then go to next talk that is in another session. So the 3 
rooms should be closer to each other to allow this movement. My only comment is that the 
opening ceremony was quite far from the SIDs venue, it would have been better to keep it 
within a shorter distance, as the logistics were a bit difficult for those who could not take the 
bus. 

• Maybe difficult to control, but the acoustics in the mingle area and poster session areas was 
not very good, it got extremely loud and noisy. On the other hand, that means that there were 
many people chatting and interaction, which is good :). 

• The fact of having the conference split in two different buildings sometimes makes networking 
a bit more difficult. 

• During the Cocktail Networking, only a few poster presenters were available at their posters. 
Would have been a nice opportunity to get in contact with them. 
 

Discussion 

Some comments pointed out areas for improvement concerning the conference facilities and these 
are noted. In particular, two of the break-out rooms in which the technical paper sessions took place 
were located in the conference centre whilst the third break-out room was located in the hotel about 
a five minute walk away. This made it impossible to switch between different technical paper sessions. 
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4.4 Overall benefits 

 

Table 11:  ‘Overall, it was worth attending’ 

The following comments were received in this category: 

• The organisation team was great und the hosts impressive - big thank you for the event! 
Suggestion for improvement: the technical papers could have a predefined mgmt summary for 
the non scientists to support a close look at all, apart from the attendance. 

• A fun thing to do would be to introduce a new concept through a simulation where everyone 
can play and exchange thoughts in a virtual environment or a simulation of some type: maybe 
host a think tank 

• I suggest the creation of mini events/games related to ATM to mix people and simplify 
meetings  

• Great effort, great organisation and very positive outcomes for me. Well done. 

• Would have been nice if vegan lunch was not only (very good) vegetables but also tofu or the 
like 

• I wonder if there is an opportunity to make more of the posters - as a way of find out about 
projects currently in progress. For example could there be a timetable for project 
representatives to give a a short overview talk on their projects, next to their poster?  

• It's difficult to see how the venue and conference arrangements this year could be bettered 
though - they were excellent in all respects. A huge thankyou to the organising team!!!" 

• The location (Bled) was not well connected with public transport. It will be preferable to have 
a location that can easily be reached by airplane/train. 

• More practical talk, less scientific. From an Air traffic control point of view :) 

• I think SIDs are at a crossroads. Every time it is more about showing results from SESAR 
projects, and less and less about innovative ideas, new methods, new approaches, etc. From 

2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2025

Overall, it was worth attending

strongly disagree 0,0% 0,0% 0,0% 1,3% 1,9% 0,0% 0,0% 1,33%

disagree 0,0% 0,0% 2,3% 0,0% 0,0% 0,0% 0,0% 2,67%

agree 36,1% 32,0% 41,9% 48,7% 21,2% 34,2% 33,9% 26,67%

strongly agree 63,9% 68,0% 55,8% 50,0% 76,9% 65,8% 66,1% 69,33%
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the point of view of a researcher, it is becoming less and less useful; much better to go to the 
ATM Seminar, especially now that is a yearly event, as there you have real science. 

• Networking dinner attendance was missed with some disappointment. It would be 
appreciated if the decision regarding participation could be reconsidered next time, as these 
events provide valuable networking opportunities. 

• It would be great to have a nice photo corner to take pictures during the event. :) 

• It was good to have the Young Scientist Award on the first day.  

• Stop chasing quantity and focus on the quality of the papers instead - that would benefit all 
and perhaps raise the prestige of SID 
 

Discussion 

The overall satisfaction with the  SIDs, as reflected in the conference participants’ agreement with the 
statement “The SIDs have a role in ATM innovation” and “Overall, it was worth attending”, continues 
to be high. Out of the 3/75 individuals who disagreed with the statement “Overall, it was worth 
attending”, only one provided comments and these were concerned with questioning the applicability 
of some of the research as well as the poster sessions.  

Note that the fact that the percentage of people stronghly agreeing that it was worth attending was 
lowest in the years in which the SIDs were held virtually, despite the very high number of attendees. 
This could be seen as a proof that the networking aspect, which was of course absent in 2020 and 
2021, is a strong driver of attendee satisfaction. 
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5 Lessons learned 

The satisfaction of SIDs participants provides one perspective on what went well and what could be 
improved and this view is presented in the previous section. In addition, the SIDs team has discussed 
with conference participants and reflected on lessons learned. We have come to the conclusions 
presented in the following sub-sections. 

5.1 The SIDs are a well-established, high-quality scientific conference 

All questions concerning the technical subject matter, the conference papers and the technical 
presentations show very high satisfaction amongst conference participants (see Table 6 and Table 7) 
which is sustained over various years. Together with a consistent paper acceptance rate of between 
50% and 60% and an ever increasing number of conference participants, this leads to a recognition 
that indeed the SIDs have established themselves as an important and high-quality scientific 
conference in ATM research and innovation. 

The work of the SIDs Committee, overseeing the call for papers and performing the (triple) paper 
review and selection is key to this success. Whilst improvements are always possible and desirable, we 
advise that changes to the scientific aspects of the conference should be brought about gently and 
gradually. 

Whilst we recognise that the SESAR 3 JU has successfully attracted industry participation, the SIDs 
must remain foremost a scientific conference and it is advised that scientific aspects remain central 
to the SIDs. A good balance between keynotes and panel discussions on the one hand and technical 
paper presentations on the other hand remains of critical importance. 

5.2 What is the ‘right’ size of the SIDs? 

The record number of attendees to the 2024 SIDs was to a great extent driven by the wish of the 
numerous Italian sponsors to be represented and visible led the organisers to close the registration, 
which has not been the case in previous years. The ‘right size’ of the SIDs was subsequently discussed 
and with 450 participants (instead of 650 in 2024) we believe that the 2025 event was closer to this 
‘right size’.  

In our opinion, the ‘right size’ lies in the range of around 400 attendees. Whilst the success of the 
SESAR 3 JU in attracting industry is recognized, the majority of these should remain reserachers and 
perhaps the SESAR 3 JU could less actively pursue industry sponsorship to ascertain that this is the 
case. In our view the 2025 event was quite successful in this respect. 

5.3 Choice of location 

Some of the comments in the participant survey were concerned with the fact that the 2025 SIDs took 
place in a somewhat remote location and recommended choosing locations with easier access, for 
example big cities with an airport. Whilst this is noted, in our view the somewhat remote location of 
Bled also had certain advantages, as people were more likely to attend the totality of the conference 
rather than flying in for a day or disappearing for other meetings. There were also certain advantages 
for networking between conference participants in the smaller city. 
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Without advising against or in favour of larger or smaller cities as conference locations, future 
editions should carefully consider the advantages and disadvantages of smaller, less central and well 
connected locations. 

5.4 Consider universities as venues 

The venue of the 2025 edition of the SIDs was Bled conference centre in Bled. Slovenia. This was a 
pleasant setting but it had a small number of disadvantages, including the fact that the conference 
centre had a number of logistical constraints. Whilst the plenary lecture hall was sufficiently large, 
there was only one other lecture theatre large enough to host a technical paper session so that the 
third technical paper session had to take place in the conference hotel which was a few minutes 
walking distance which made attending presentations in different technical sessions impossible. In 
addition the area used for the poster sessions was somewhat constrained which led, in our opinion, to 
a less than optimal attendance to the poster sessions.  

Many earlier SIDs were hosted by universities. Apart from the obviously more attractive costs there 
are a number of additional advantages, including easier access to a larger number of lecture halls and 
conference rooms and the possibility to more easily accommodate requests for related meetings 
before or after the core conference programme. 

We recommend re-considering universities as venues for future editions of the SIDs. This has many 
advantages in terms of costs and infrastructure. 

5.5 Publications 

The most valuable and enduring output of the SIDs are the conference papers which are stored on the 
SIDs website as well as on the Engage 2 Wiki. The commitment to the European Commissions open-
research policy and the fact that the SIDs papers can be freely downloaded and disseminated make 
the database of all SIDs papers (since 2011) a valuable asset for the ATM research community. With 
the introduction of Digital Object Identifiers (DOI) for each SIDs paper as of 2023 a further steps was 
made towards availability and findability. 

Another problem lies in the ever-increasing publication focus of universities and research centres; the 
SIDs cannot easily compete with bigger conferences in terms of recognitions. Whilst DOIs are assigned 
to all SIDs papers since 2023, Scopus and other indexes need addressing. 

It is very desirable that the SIDs continue to focus on making the SIDs papers available, freely and 
consistently, on the SIDs website and Engage 2 Wiki; authors are encouraged to disseminate without 
constraints; and DOIs and potentially other means of making the papers as findable and available as 
possible are applied, including Scopus and potentially others. 

5.6 Networking event 

Available places for the networking dinner were still exhausted rather quickly which led to some 
dissatisfaction amongst the conference participants, especially those registering later in the process. 
The SESAR 3 JU successfully mitigated this by holding seats for paper and poster presenters who would 
typically register late in the process, i.e. upon receipt of the notification of acceptance. 
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Ideally all interested participants should be able to attend the networking event so the choice of 
venue should consider this. 

5.7 Paper review process 

Despite the good work of the Programme Committee a divergence of reviewer ratings was often 
observed; also the quality of reviews differed vastly, from very detailed and constructive reviews to 
rather superficial reviews which did not guide the authors in improving their manuscript. This may 
need to be addressed within the Programme Committee, for example by a better anchoring of 
expectations through guidance for reviewers and a more detailed briefing PC members. The possibility 
of reviewer rating by authors could be investigated.  

The quality and consistency of reviews could be further enhanced and the Programme Committee 
will investigate measures to do so.  
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6 Outlook 

The sixteenth edition of the SIDs will take place between 7th and 11th December 2026 in Cork, Ireland. 
The call for contributions will be published in April 2026. 
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8 List of acronyms  

 

Acronym Description 

AI Artificial Intelligence 

ATM Air Traffic Management 

DOI Digital Object Identifier 

ER Exploratory Research 

IR Industrial Research 

KTN Knowledge Transfer Network 

ML Machine Learning 

S3JU SESAR 3 Joint Undertaking 

SIDs SESAR Innovation Days 

UAM Urban Air Mobility 

UAS Unmanned Aerial Systems 

Table 12: List of acronyms 
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9 Appendix A: SIDs 2025 conference papers 

No Title Authors Digital Object Identifier 

2025-
014 

Flight allocation in flight-centric air 
traffic control: Hierarchical clustering 
and Simulated Annealing approach 

Andréas Guitart and Daniel 
Delahaye 

https://doi.org/10.61009/SID.2025.1.01  

2025-
015 

Conditional Variational Autoencoders 
for aircraft type-specific trajectory 
generation 

Arnault Motte, Xavier Olive 
and Jérôme Morio 

https://doi.org/10.61009/SID.2025.1.02  

2025-
017 

Mixed-Fidelity Reinforcement Learning 
for Aircraft Conflict-Resolution 

Adam Moec, Dieudonne 
Janthony Groot and Joost 
Ellerbroek 

https://doi.org/10.61009/SID.2025.1.03  

2025-
018 

Collision Risk in extended 500 ft RVSM 
Airspace with geometric altimetry 

Ingmar Boshuizen, Bart 
Klein Obbink, Job Smeltink 
and Patrick Jonk 

https://doi.org/10.61009/SID.2025.1.04  

2025-
020 

Regional-Scale Multi-Modal Service 
Optimization for Innovative Air 
Mobility 

Xuhao Gui, Jean-Claude 
Lebègue and Daniel 
Delahaye 

https://doi.org/10.61009/SID.2025.1.05  

2025-
023 

Aircraft Fuel Flow Modelling with 
Ageing Effects: From Parametric 
Corrections to Neural Networks 

Gabriel Jarry, Ramon 
Dalmau, Philippe Very and 
Junzi Sun 

https://doi.org/10.61009/SID.2025.1.06  

2025-
024 

Contrail-to-Flight Attribution Using 
Ground Visible Cameras and Flight 
Surveillance Data 

Ramon Dalmau, Gabriel 
Jarry and Philippe Very 

https://doi.org/10.61009/SID.2025.1.07  

2025-
025 

Enhancing Dynamic Airspace 
Configuration and Flight-Centric ATC 
through Clusterized Aircraft Early 
Handover 

Alfons Borràs, Miquel Àngel 
Piera, Giuseppe Acampora, 
et.al. 

https://doi.org/10.61009/SID.2025.1.08  

2025-
026 

Contingency Fuel Prediction with 
Explainable Machine Learning for 
Airline Operations 

Phillipe Lothaller, Marta 
Ribeiro, Junzi Sun, et. al. 

https://doi.org/10.61009/SID.2025.1.09  

2025-
028 

A Neural ODE Approach to Aircraft 
Flight Dynamics Modelling 

Gabriel Jarry, Ramon 
Dalmau, Xavier Olive, 
Philippe Very 

https://doi.org/10.61009/SID.2025.1.10  

2025-
031 

Modelling Subjective Complexity 
through Cognitive Transitions: 
Extended Framework 

Xuhao Gui, Daniel Delahaye, 
Zhi Jun Lim, Sameer Alam, 
Junfeng Zhang 

https://doi.org/10.61009/SID.2025.1.11  

2025-
035 

Flight load factor predictions based on 
analysis of ticket prices and other 
factors 

Miroslav Spak, Lorenzo 
Frigerio, Lenka Hanakova, 
et. al. 

https://doi.org/10.61009/SID.2025.1.12  

2025-
039 

Conflict Detection and Resolution 
Considering Human–Machine and Air–
Ground Interaction 

Yutong Chen, Yumeng Ren, 
Zhi Jun Lim, Sameer Alam 

https://doi.org/10.61009/SID.2025.1.13  

2025-
043 

Scenarios and system configuration 
analyses of LDACS-SUR and DARN for 
validation campaign in the ASTONISH 
project 

Alberto Arana Ragel, Carla 
Menciotti, Martin 
Ummenhofer, et. al. 

https://doi.org/10.61009/SID.2025.1.14  
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2025-
044 

Spectral Analysis of Delay Propagation 
in Air-Rail 
Intermodal Networks 

Jean-Claude Lebègue and 
Daniel Delahaye 

https://doi.org/10.61009/SID.2025.1.15  

2025-
045 

Real-Time Prediction of Go-Around 
Probability During Final Approach with 
Deep Learning 

Unai Zuazo, Antonio 
Jiménez-Martín, Alfonso 
Mateos, Manuel Amaro 

https://doi.org/10.61009/SID.2025.1.16  

2025-
048 

Reduced wake turbulence separation 
minima between departures from 
Closely Spaced Runway Entry Taxiways 

Ivan De Visscher and 
Frédéric Rooseleer 

https://doi.org/10.61009/SID.2025.1.17  

2025-
049 

Intent-Aware MPC for Aircraft Detect-
and-Avoid with Response Delay: A 
Comparative Study with ACAS Xu 

Arash Bahari Kordabad, 
Arabinda Ghosh, Sybert 
Stroeve, Sadegh Soudjani 

https://doi.org/10.61009/SID.2025.1.18  

2025-
050 

Structured Command Extraction from 
ATC Communications Using Open and 
Fine-Tuned Language Models 

Ana Maria Mekerishvili, 
Junzi Sun, Patrick Jonk and 
Vincent de Vries 

https://doi.org/10.61009/SID.2025.1.19  

2025-
051 

Convective Weather Impact on 
Airspace Capacity: A Comparison 
between Permeability and Workload 
Based Approaches 

Gabriele Enea, Patrizio 
Ripesi, Antimo Pontillo, et. 
al. 

https://doi.org/10.61009/SID.2025.1.20  

2025-
052 

Hybrid Real-Simulated Validation of 
Separation Assurance and Vector Field 
Guidance for Safe and Conformant 
Airspace Corridor Integration 

Rodolphe Fremond, 
Matthieu Verdoucq, Pierre 
Mazurier, Murat Bronz 

https://doi.org/10.61009/SID.2025.1.21  

2025-
053 

Integrating Atmospheric Conditions 
into the 
Dynamic-Arrival-Routes Framework 

Roghayeh Hajizadeh, Henrik 
Hardell, Tatiana Polishchuk, 
et. al. 

https://doi.org/10.61009/SID.2025.1.22  

2025-
054 

Transformer-based Multi-agent 
Reinforcement Learning for Separation 
Assurance in Structured and 
Unstructured Airspaces 

Arsyi Aziz and Peng Wei https://doi.org/10.61009/SID.2025.1.23  

2025-
055 

AI-Driven Air Traffic Flow Management 
for Weather and Capacity-Constrained 
Operations - An Integrative Approach 
for Next-Generation ATFCM tools 

Andrada Ioana Gheorghe, 
Grigori Gustin, Benjamin 
Cramet, Eric Ligonnet 

https://doi.org/10.61009/SID.2025.1.24  

2025-
060 

Quantile-based Machine Learning 
Predictions of Luggage Arrival Time at 
Airport Reclaim Areas 

Paolino De Falco, Pablo 
Gasco Casado, Ivan Baruta, 
Hanna Wulkow 

https://doi.org/10.61009/SID.2025.1.25  

2025-
062 

Leveraging UAV Autonomy for 
Minimum 4D Flight Authorization 
Volumes 

Christian Vitale, Yiannis 
Grigoriou, Panayiotis Kolios, 
Georgios Ellinas 

https://doi.org/10.61009/SID.2025.1.26  

2025-
063 

Optimisation of Preventive A-check 
Maintenance Tasks: Integrated and 
Distributed Approaches 

João Henrique Pechirra de 
Carvalho Borrego, Marta 
Ribeiro, Alireza Amiri-
Simkooei 

https://doi.org/10.61009/SID.2025.1.27  

2025-
066 

Advanced Controller Interfaces for U-
space Initiated DAR Requests above 
VLL Airspace 

Juergen Teutsch and Tanja 
Bos 

https://doi.org/10.61009/SID.2025.1.28  
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2025-
072 

Deep Reinforcement Learning for 
Drone Conflict Resolution Under 
Uncertainty 

Sasha Vlaskin, Muhammad 
Fazlur Rahman, Emmanuel 
Sunil, et. al. 

https://doi.org/10.61009/SID.2025.1.29  

2025-
073 

A Risk-aware Spatio-temporal 
Scheduler for Large-scale UAV 
Operations 

Wenxuan Wang, Arnab 
Majumdar, Washington 
Ochieng and Jose Escribano 

https://doi.org/10.61009/SID.2025.1.30  

2025-
076 

Understanding Passenger Demand for 
Electric Air Transportation: A Swedish 
Case Study 

Ovini Wathma 
Withanachchi, Tobias 
Granberg and Valentin 
Polishchuk 

https://doi.org/10.61009/SID.2025.1.31  

2025-
077 

From Rejection to Re-Accommodation: 
A Generate-and-Negotiate Framework 
for Conflict-Free U-space 

Zhiqiang Liu, Juan Jose 
Ramos Gonzalez and Jose 
Luis Munoz-Gamarra 

https://doi.org/10.61009/SID.2025.1.32  

2025-
079 

A Tool for the optimization of vertiport 
locations for urban and suburban 
passenger transportation 

Alejandro Montoya and 
Miguel Baena Botana 

https://doi.org/10.61009/SID.2025.1.33  

2025-
080 

Implementing multi-USSP architecture 
in U-space: Operational insights from 
Spain and Italy 

Giovanni Riccardi, Rodrigo 
Benedit Pascual and Victor 
Manuel Gordo 

https://doi.org/10.61009/SID.2025.1.34  

2025-
081 

ECHOES: The Feasibility of Space-
based VHF Communications 

Gabriel Garcia Rodríguez, 
Asier Ahijón Hijosa and 
Miguel Muñoz Martínez 

https://doi.org/10.61009/SID.2025.1.35  

2025-
083 

Vertiport Placement for Urban Air 
Mobility Airport Shuttle 
Service 

Nikola Ivanov, Bojana 
Mirković, Gideon 
Gottschalg, Arne K. Strauss 
and Juan Blasco Puyuelo 

https://doi.org/10.61009/SID.2025.1.36  

2025-
084 

A semi-supervised approach to multi-
label classification of NOTAMs using 
BERT 

Odei Rey Orozco, Alejandro 
Montoya, Luis Manuel Viso 
Domínguez, et. al. 

https://doi.org/10.61009/SID.2025.1.37  

2025-
085 

Measuring UAM Social and 
Environmental Impact: Lessons 
learned from the MUSE project 

Marta Alonso, Miguel 
Baena, David Mocholí, et. 
al. 

https://doi.org/10.61009/SID.2025.1.38  

2025-
086 

A Cloud-Native Lakehouse 
Architecture for Aeronautical 
Information Management 

Bashar Ahmad and 
Christoph G. Schuetz 

https://doi.org/10.61009/SID.2025.1.39  

2025-
089 

Contrail Detection and Coverage 
Estimation across Air Route Traffic 
Control Centers from Satellite 
Observations 

Rong Tang, Kam K.H. Ng, 
Yutong Chen and Yan Xu 

https://doi.org/10.61009/SID.2025.1.40  

2025-
090 

Learning to Land Anywhere: 
Transferable Generative Models for 
Aircraft Trajectories 

Olav Finne Præsteng Larsen, 
Massimiliano Ruocco, 
Michail Spitieris, et. al. 

https://doi.org/10.61009/SID.2025.1.41  

2025-
091 

Major Air Traffic Flow Identification 
with Fractal-Based Graph 
Simplification 

Chunyao Ma, Aditya Ishaan 
Talamudipi, Huijuan Yang, 
et. al. 

https://doi.org/10.61009/SID.2025.1.42  

2025-
093 

Integrating Extended Arrival 
Management and Network 
Management for Demand and 

Junqiang Wan, Yan Xu, 
Honghai Zhang, et. al. 

https://doi.org/10.61009/SID.2025.1.43  
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Capacity Balancing with User 
Preferences 

2025-
096 

HUCAN: Towards Certification-Aware 
Design For Advanced Automation 
Solutions 

Paola Lanzi, Elisa Spiller, 
Mariken Everdij, et. al. 

https://doi.org/10.61009/SID.2025.1.44  

2025-
097 

Airport Take-off and Landing 
Operations for Advanced Air Mobility 
—Dependent and Independent 
Operations of AAM Flights Relative to 
IFR Flights— 

Daichi Toratani and Hiroko 
Hirabayashi 

https://doi.org/10.61009/SID.2025.1.45  

2025-
099 

tangram in action – Practical use cases 
for real-time open aviation research 

Xavier Olive, Yan Lok 
Cheung and Junzi Sun 

https://doi.org/10.61009/SID.2025.1.46  

2025-
100 

Implications of runway direction 
changes for improved arrival 
management at Singapore Changi 
Airport 

Ehsan Asadi, Gabriele Enea, 
Sameer Alam and Michael 
Schultz 

https://doi.org/10.61009/SID.2025.1.47  

2025-
102 

Human-Machine Performance 
Envelope: Controller Adaptive Digital 
Assistant evaluation 

Stefano Bonelli, Anna Giulia 
Vicario, Silvia Torsi, et. al. 

https://doi.org/10.61009/SID.2025.1.48  

2025-
103 

Leveraging Untranscribed Data for 
End-to-End Speech and Callsign 
Recognition in Air-Traffic 
Communication 

Petr Motlicek, Shashi 
Kumar, Driss Khalil and 
Amrutha Prasad 

https://doi.org/10.61009/SID.2025.1.49  

2025-
108 

Air-rail multimodal disruption 
management -- Rail network 
supporting air disruptions 

Michal Weiszer, Luis 
Delgado and Lucía 
Menéndez-Pidal 

https://doi.org/10.61009/SID.2025.1.50  

2025-
109 

Multi-stakeholder Optimized Arrival 
Management with the Target Time 
Management System (TTMS) 

Laura-Marie Hagemann, 
Marie Lafrance, Michael 
Brügger, et. al. 

https://doi.org/10.61009/SID.2025.1.51  

2025-
110 

Capacity, Entropy, and Safety: A 
Metric-Based Framework for Urban 
Airspace structure Evaluation 

Raúl Hernández Oliu, Jose 
Luis Muñoz Gamarra and 
Juan Jose Ramos 

https://doi.org/10.61009/SID.2025.1.52  

2025-
113 

Enhancing Trust in AI for Remote 
Digital Towers: From Gap Analysis to 
Integration 

Sara Kebir, Alexandre 
Veyrié, Guillaume Truong, 
et. al. 

https://doi.org/10.61009/SID.2025.1.53  

2025-
119 

A Generalisable Machine Learning 
Framework for Taxi Time Prediction at 
A-CDM Airports 

Angelika Swatowska and 
Lucie Gabagnou 

https://doi.org/10.61009/SID.2025.1.54  

2025-
121 

SMARTS solution for airspace design 
and configuration 

Alberto Blanch Romero, 
Tomás De Urrengoechea, 
Daniel Delahaye, et. al. 

https://doi.org/10.61009/SID.2025.1.55  
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2025-
126 

GenAI and knowledge generation in 
ATM 

Gerald Gurtner, Andrew 
Cook and Graham Tanner 

https://doi.org/10.61009/SID.2025.1.56  
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10 Appendix B: Previous SESAR Innovation Days 

Year Location Host 

2011 Toulouse, France ENAC 

2012 Braunschweig, Germany DLR / TU Braunschweig 

2013 Stockholm, Sweden KTH 

2014 Madrid, Spain Polytechnic University Madrid 

2015 Bologna, Italy University of Bologna 

2016 Delft, Netherland TU Delft 

2017 Belgrade, Serbia University of Belgrade 

2018 Salzburg, Austria University of Salzburg 

2019 Athens, Greece University of Piraeus 

2020 Virtual event - 

2021 Virtual event - 

2022 Budapest, Hungary Hungarocontrol 

2023 Sevilla, Spain Polytechnic University Sevilla 

2024 Rome, Italy Aeroporti di Roma, ENAV and Leonardo 

 


